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1 . Newly submitted claims 55-60 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 47-54 and 61-63, drawn to a retractable ramp system, classified in 
class 414, subclass 537. 

II. Claims 55-60, drawn to a retractable ramp system, classified in class 14, 
subclass 69.1. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together 
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in 
scope and are not obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination 
is separately usable. In the instant case, subcombination II has separate utility such as 
pivoting in the deployed position. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

The examiner has required restriction between subcombinations usable together. 
Where applicant elects a subcombination and claims thereto are subsequently found 
allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all the limitations of the 
allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR 
1 .104. See MPEP § 821 .04(a). Applicant is advised that if any claim presented in a 
continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or includes all the limitations of, a 
claim that is allowable in the present application, such claim may be subject to 
provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting rejections over the claims of 
the instant application. 
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2. Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 55-60 are withdrawn from consideration 
as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1 .142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 47-50 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cohn et a! (US 6,010,298) in view of Redding et al (US 5,160,236) and Beck et al 
(US 2001/0038787), all previously cited. 

As noted in the previous Office action, Cohn shows the invention essentially as 
claimed, including frame 24, guide members 46, carriage 62, motor 72, ramp 28, drive 
assembly including drive pulley 76, drive member (belt 80), and release assembly (col. 
13, lines 56-65, and cols. 19-20) for disengaging the belt from the pulley and allowing 
manual operation of the ramp, but does not show a bearing block movable under 
manual control as the means of manually operating the ramp. 
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Redding shows a similar ramp including a manual crank assembly to operate the 
ramp manually in the event of power failure (col. 4, lines 26-40), but does not explicitly 
state that a bearing block moves the ramp along the guide members. 

Beck teaches a similar ramp with a linear bearing block 52 sliding along a guide 
member 56 as the means of moving the ramp between stowed and deployed positions. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the apparatus of Cohn with a manual control assembly to 
manipulate the ramp when released from the drive motor, and to have utilized a bearing 
block moving along a guide member as the means of moving the ramp, as collectively 
suggested by Redding and Beck, to allow a wheelchair occupant to manually power the 
ramp in the event of a power failure. 

5. Claim 61 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cohn et 
al (US 6,010,298) in view of Tremblay et al (US 5,636,399) and Grant (US 5,257,894), 
all previously cited. 

As noted in the previous Office action, Cohn shows the invention essentially as 
claimed, including frame 24, guide members 46, carriage 62, motor 72, and ramp 28 
with lips 108, but does not show a cutout in the ramp inboard end and a ramp flap with 
rollers that drops into the cutout when the ramp is deployed and forms a transition 
surface to the vehicle floor. 

As also noted previously, Tremblay shows a similar ramp with a hinged ramp flap 
46 with wheels 48 that roll along the ramp surface and form a transition surface when 
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the ramp is deployed, but as can best be determined, the rollers do not drop into a 
cutout in the inboard edge of the ramp. 

Grant shows a similar ramp wherein cutouts 28 are provided in the inboard end 
of the ramp into which members 62b of ramp flap 60 drop into when the ramp is 
deployed to form a transition surface to the vehicle floor. This additionally locks the 
ramp in the deployed position. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the apparatus of Cohn by utilizing a ramp flap with rollers 
that ride along the ramp surface and drop into a cutout in the inboard end of the ramp in 
the deployed position thereof to form a transition surface to the vehicle floor, as 
collectively suggested by Tremblay and Grant, to provide a safe and convenient 
transition from the ramp to the floor while ensuring the ramp remains in the deployed 
position. 

6. Claims 51-53, 62, and 63 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 8/15/08 with respect to claims 47-50 and 54 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant makes only a generic, 
conclusory statement that "the prior art of record ... does not teach or suggest" the 
limitations of independent claim 47. Since applicant makes no assertion as to what 
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particular features of tine claims allegedly define over the prior art, no further discussion 
is deemed necessary, insofar as the rejections set forth above respond to each 
limitation of the claims. 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 61 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Keenan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6925. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saul Rodriguez can be reached on 571-272-7097. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/James Keenan/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3652 
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